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[Abstract:] The Secretary’s technical objection to the proposed new 5¢ copper-nickel coin. 1164 


Treasury Department, 
Bureau of the Mint, 
Washington, D.C., 
December 18, 1882 


Sir: 


Your letter of the 15th of December was duly received and the specimens of five-cent 
pieces which it describes. I think it is a beautiful coin, and a great improvement on the present 
five-cent copper-nickel. 


I have just conferred with the Secretary in regard to it, and the only objection that he 
makes is that it is not a literal compliance with Section 3517 of the Revised Statutes which 
requires the inscription “United States of America” to be on the reverse of the coin. 


I called his attention to the fact that not one of the present silver or minor coins, from the 
standard dollar down, literally complies with the law in respect to the side of the coin on which 
the inscription shall be placed, some of the coins omitting one of the inscriptions required by 
law. 


Before submitting for his approval a letter authorizing the issue of the proposed new coin, 
he desired me to call your attention to this defect for your consideration whether any change 
could be made to obviate it. Perhaps it would be easier to amend the law than to change the coins 
which do not comply literally with the present law. 


Very respectfully, 
Horatio C. Burchard 
Director 


A. Loudon Snowden, Esq., 
Supt. Mint, 
Philadelphia. 


